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THE TEXT YOU ARE VIEWNG | S A COVPUTER- GENERATED OR RETYPED VERSI ON OF A
PAPER PHOTOCOPY OF THE ORI G NAL. ALTHOUGH CONSI DERABLE EFFORT HAS BEEN
EXPENDED TO QUALI TY ASSURE THE CONVERSI ON, |IT MAY CONTAI N TYPOGRAPHI CAL
ERRORS. TO OBTAIN A LEGAL COPY OF THE ORI G NAL DOCUMENT, AS IT
CURRENTLY EXI STS, THE READER SHOULD CONTACT THE OFFI CE THAT ORI G NATED
THE CORRESPONDENCE OR PROVI DED THE RESPONSE.

UNI TED STATES ENVI RONMVENTAL PROTECTI ON AGENCY
REG ON |11
841 Chestnut Building
Phi | adel phi a, Pennsylvania 19107

APR. 25 1990

M. John M Daniel, Jr., P.E

Assi st ant Executive Director
Department of Air Pollution Control
Room 801

Ninth Street O fice Building

Ri chnond, VA 23240

Dear M. Daniel:

The purpose of this letter is to respond to your letters, dated
February 6, 1990 and February 9, 1990, regarding the issuance of prevention
of significant deterioration (PSD) permits in attainnment areas where
viol ati ons have been nodel ed. The encl osed attachnment outlines the
procedures that nust be foll owed when issuing PSD pernmits in these areas.

If you have any questions, please do not hesitate to call ne at (215)
597-9075.

Si ncerely,

Marcia L. Spink, Chief
Air Programs Branch

Encl osure

cc: Wal | ace Davis, Executive Director
Virginia Departnent of Air Pollution Control
Ri chnond, VA

Janmes Sydnor

Assi st ant Executive Director

Virginia Departnent of Air Pollution Control
Ri chnond, VA

At t achnent

A PROCEDURES FOR | SSUI NG PSD PERM TS TO SOURCES W TH NO SI GNI FI CANT
I MPACTS | N AREAS W TH MODELED VI OLATI ON (S) FROM EXI STI NG SOURCES

The source seeking the PSD permit may be permitted, constructed, and
allowed to operate at its pernmitted, enforceable allowable em ssion
rate because at that em ssion rate, the source has no significant
impact. Although the state "owes" EPA a revision to its SIP to
correct the nodel ed violation(s) fromthe existing source(s), that SIP
revision and the issuance of the PSD permt are independent events.
(Note: The existing sources are to be nodel ed in accordance with Table
9-1 of EPA's Quideline for Air Quality Mdels. Nothing in the WEPCO v.
EPA case changes this reguirenent).

B. PROCEDURES FOR | SSU NG PSD PERM TS TO SOURCES W TH SI GNI FI CANT | MPACTS
I'N AREAS W TH MODELED VI CLATI ONS FROM EXI STI NG SOURCES AND FOR



PROCESSI NG THE ASSOCI ATED SI P REVI SI ONS

1. The source seeking the PSD pernmit nmay accept permt
condi tions such that it, in and of itself, no |onger has
a significant inpact.

or

2a. Reductions or mitigating nmeasures nust be identified at
exi sting sources such that nodeling the PSD source and
t hese existing sources indicates no significant

i mpact (s).

2b. This identification of the reductions at existing sources
and the nodeling denonstrating no significant inpact(s)
nmust be done prior to and as part of the prelimnary
determ nation on the PSD application to afford the
opportunity for public conment.

2c. The reductions or mtigating nmeasures necessary at the
exi sting sources nust be nade federally enforceable.
Until and unless the state has an approved SIP operating
pernmit program the only nmeans avail able for making the
reductions at the existing sources federally enforceable
is through source-specific SIP revisions. The State nust
formally commit to subnmit the necessary SIP revision(s)
to EPA at the tine it issues the prelimnary
det erm nati on.

2

2d. Those SIP revisions nust be adopted by the State and
approved by EPA prior to the tine the PSD source
commences operation. The State nust follow all of the
procedures for submttal of a SIP revision including
public notice and hearing. The State could
si nul t aneously offer public notice and hearing on the
prelimnary determ nation of the PSD permt and on the
SIP revisions for the existing sources. The public
notice nust be explicit and a public hearing nust be held
because there are SIP revisions involved. (Public
participation for PSD pernmits usually requires only the
opportunity for public hearings.)

2e. The PSD permt nust contain the follow ng conditions:

1) Until and unless the (STATE) has inposed the
necessary restrictions on (EXI STING SOURCE NAMES) to
reflect the Scenario nodeled as part of this permt
revi ew denonstrating no significant inpact those
restrictions have been approved by the United States
Envi ronnental Protection Agency for incorporation
into the approved SIP, the (PSD SOURCE NAME) may not
commence operation except as conditioned bel ow

2) (Here conditions should be inposed on the source
seeking the PSD permit such that it, in and of
itself, would have no significant inpact.)

NOTE: In the past, PMand SO2 SIP revisions setting new SIP all owabl e

em ssions have required technical support consisting of full attainnment
denonstrations. In general, EPA expects that the SIP revisions submtted
denonstrate no significant inpact will also denpbnstrate no viol ations of
NAAQS. However, there may be isol ated cases where two rounds of SIP
revisions occur. The first SIP revision would enforce the reductions
necessary at existing sources to denonstrate no significant inpact (when
nodel ed with a source seeking a PSD pernmit). \Wiere this SIP revision does
not denonstrate protection of the NAAQS (i. e., the elinmnation of al
predicted violations), the State still "owes" EPA a SIP revision to correct
t he nodel ed viol ations of the NAAQS and nmay have to once again redefine the
al | owabl e emi ssions at one or nore of the same sources affected in the
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previous SIP revision. The commitnent nust also be nade at the tinme the
State issues its prelimnary determnation to issue the PSD permt.
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